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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . The amendment filed on 22 December 2005 does not place the application in 
condition for allowance. 

Status of Objections and Rejections Pending Since the 
Office Action of 24 August 2005 

2. All previous rejections and objections are obviated due to the cancellation of all 
previous claims. However, many of the issues raised in the previous Office Action still 
apply to the new claims. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1 03 and 1 1 1 -1 1 3 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c), as being of 
improper dependent form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous 
claim. Applicant is required to cancel the claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the 
claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the claim(s) in independent form. These 
claims provide only method steps for the intended use of the devices of claims 102, 
110, 106, and 86, and add no further structural limitations to the claimed electrophoresis 
chambers. 

The Examiner respectfully suggests that each of these claims be rewritten as a 
method claim. 
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4. The claims are objected to for the following reasons. Appropriate correction is 
required. 

a. In claim 86 at lines 27 and 30, "the second one" and "the third one" are 
recited, although "the second set" and "the third set" would be clearer. 

b. In claim 86 at lines 32-35, the limitation "being said TAFE chambers . . . 
steps" contains language such as "used according to specific methods" and 
"done according to methods" that does not further limit the apparatus claim, and 
simply renders the intended scope of the claim ambiguous. 

Throughout the claims, there are numerous instances of phrasing such as 
"being said . . or "being the . . .", which are awkward and unclear. For 
example, see claim 90 at line 4, claim 99 at lines 3-4, and claim 104 at line 5. 
Rephrasing such that these limitations read "wherein said . . . is/are . . ." would 
be much clearer. 

c. At numerous places (e.g. Claims 88-92, 97, 99, 100, 102-106, 113, and 
115) "TAFE chamber 1 ', "TAFE chambers", or "chambers" are recited, and it is 
unclear whether these claims are referring to the specific TAFE chambers 
described in the independent claim. Amendment to "said TAFE chambers" or 
"one of said TAFE chambers" would correct this problem, once an original 
recitation of "TAFE chambers" is presented, 

d. The recitation of "minigel each one" in line 2 of claim 91 is unclear. 
Amendment to read "minigel in each UEZ" would be clearer. 
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e. Claims 93 and 94 depend from claim 90, but they recite a "type I TAFE 
chamber" that is not described until claim 92. There is also no antecedent basis 
for "the single electrode platform". 

f. There is no antecedent basis for "the cathode", "the anode", or "the ones" 
recited in claim 99. The recitation "the imaginary plane" is also unclear. 

g. There is no antecedent basis for "the rod waist" in line 7 of claim 102. 

h. Regarding claim 110, the recitation "existing plug makers . . . wells," in 
lines 8-9 of the claim is unclear. In addition, in line 12 of the claim, "sample plugs 
cutters" is recited, although "sample plug cutter" seems to have been intended. 
Similarly, in line 11 of the claim, "sample plugs maker" is recited, although 
"sample plug maker" seems to have been intended. There is no antecedent 
basis for "the ends" recited in line 12 of the claim, the recitation "which confer 
them" in line 12 is unclear, as are the recitations "transversal to the longest 
dimension" in line 15 and "about 0.15 to the gel width minus 0.3 cm" at the end of 
the claim. 

i. Regarding claim 114, there is no antecedent basis for "the gel height" in 
line 3, and there are multiple recitations of "NZUE" which most likely were 
intended to read "NUEZ" 

The Examiner has again made a sincere effort to point out as many instances of 
unclear language as possible, but others are certainly also present. Applicant is 
requested to thoroughly review the instant claims and amend them to ensure that the 
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scope of each is unambiguous, while avoiding any introduction of new matter. The 
claims as currently recited have numerous instances of insufficient antecedent basis, 
typographical errors, and verbose descriptions that render the claim scope unclear. 
Applicant must correct all such errors before the claims can be allowed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 86-116 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. In multiple claims (Including independent claim 86), 
"said TAFE chambers" is recited, although there is no original recitation of "TAFE 
chambers". The Examiner suggests that the recitation of "chambers" in line 5 of claim 
86 be amended to recite "TAFE chambers", as the simplest remedy of this problem. 

Another recurring problem with clarity is exemplified in the preamble of claim 
106. Amendment such that all references to "devices" unambiguously refer to the same 
item described in claim 86 is necessary. Perhaps "Electrophoresis chambers as 
claimed in claim 86, wherein the disassemblable devices formed by frames, base 
plates, covers and combs comprises:" or simply "Electrophoresis chambers as claimed 
in claim 86, wherein the second set comprises:" would be appropriate. 
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Limitations with similar unclear construction are present in claim 87 ("chambers 
that support" in line 3), claim 88 ("length that is" in line 2), claim 91 ("minigels that are 
placed" in line 3), claim 95 ("platforms whereby" in line 3), claim 96 ("pieces that occupy" 
in line 3), claim 102 ("system which is placed" in line 3; "rod that is able to turn" in line 
5), claim 110 ("block that has" in line 5), and claim 114 ("volume that can be" in line 4). 
Other instances are probably also present. In all such cases, it is unclear whether the 
items being described are the same items that were also described in the earlier 
recitation. 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dr. Jeffrey Barton, whose telephone number is (571) 
272-1307. The examiner can normally be reached Monday-Friday from 8:30 am - 5:00 
pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Nam Nguyen, can be reached at (571 ) 272-1342. The fax number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at (866) 217-9197 (toll-free). 



JTB 

24 February 2006 
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